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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 August 2005 . 
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FINAL ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Amendment, filed on 08/17/2005. 
Claims 1-20 are presented for examination. In amendment, filed on 08/17/2005: , 
Claims 6 and 1 1 are currently amended. 

Claims 7-10, and 12-15 are previously presented? 
Claims 1-5, and 16-20 are cancelled. 

2. It is noted that although the present application does contain line numbers in specification and 
claims, the line numbers in the claims do not correspond to the preferred format. The preferred format is 
to number each line of every claim, with each claim beginning with line 1 . For ease of reference by both 
the Examiner and Applicant all future correspondence should include the recommended line numbering, 

3. Applicant is required to update the status (pending, allowed, etc.) of all parent priority 
applications in the first line of the specification. The status of all citations of US filed 
applications in the specification should also be updated where appropriate. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

t 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 6-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being unpatentable over Rosenberg et al. 
(hereinafter Rosenberg), "SIP Extensions for Presence", Internet Engineering Task Force, June 2000. 
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6. As per claim 6, Rosenberg teaches a method for obtaining presence information by a first user 
through a first network (presence information obtained via subscription messages, pg 14, 5 th paragraph), 
the method comprising the steps of: 

transmitting, by the first user to a presence proxy, a subscribe message for presence information of a 
plurality of second users (pg 19, 5.4 Presence server processing of SUBSCRIBE, paragraph, lines 1-3); 

transmitting, by the presence proxy to a plurality of presence agents, a plurality of subscribe 
messages, each of the plurality of presence agents corresponding to one of the plurality of second users 
(pg 19, 5.4 Presence server processing of SUBSCRIBER* paragraph, lines 1-3); and 

transmitting by the presence proxy a single response message including the presence information of 
each of the plurality of second users (pg 19, 5.4 Presence server processing of SUBSCRIBE,-!^ 
paragraph, lines 3-5). 

7. As per claim 7, Rosenberg teaches the method for obtaining presence information as claimed in 
claim 6, wherein there is further included the step of transmitting by each of the plurality of presence 
agents to the presence proxy, the presence information corresponding to at least one of the plurality of 
second users (pg 19, 5.4 Presence server processing of SUBSCRIBE,^ paragraph, lines 3-5). 

8. As per claim 8, Rosenberg teaches the method for obtaining presence information as claimed in 
claim 6, wherein there is further included a step of storing by the presence proxy the presence information 
of each of the plurality of second users (pg 19, 5.4 Presence server processing of SUBSCRIBE^* 1 
paragraph, lines 3-5, wherein the responses from plurality of user agents are collected, this means there is 
a temporary buffer on the proxy for storing the responses before they are sent back as a single response 
message). $ 

9. As per claim 9, Rosenberg teaches the method for obtaining presence information as claimed in 



Application/Control Number: 09/939, 155 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2152 

claim 8. wherein the step of transmitting a single response message includes the steps of: 

forming said single response message including the presence information of each of said plurality of 

second users (pg 19, 5.4 Presence server processing of SUBSCRIBE, 4 th paragraph, lines 3-5); and 
transmitting the formed single response message to the first user (pg 19, 5.4 Presence server 

processing of SUBSCRIBE, 3 th paragraph, lines 3-5). 

10. As per claim 10, claim 10 is rejected for the same reasons as rejection to claim 4 above. 

11. As per claim 11, claim 1 1 is rejected for the same reasons as rejection to combination of claims 1 
and 6 above. 

12. As per claims 12, claims 12 is rejected for the same reasons as rejection to claim 7, above. 

13. As per claim 13, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as rejection to claim 9 above. 

14. As per claim 14, Rosenberg teaches the method for obtaining presence information as claimed in 
claim 11, wherein the step of transmitting by the first user an identity of a list includes the step of 
indicating by the first user the identity of one of a plurality of lists of second users for which to obtain 
presence information (pg 19, 5,4 Presence server processing of SUBSCRIBE, 4 th paragraph, lines 1-3, list 
of users are found within the subscribe message as 'Contacts'). 

15. As per claim 15, claim 15 is rejected for the same reasons as rejection to claim 4 above. 



16. 



Response to Arguments 
Applicant's remarks filed 08/17/2005 have been considered but are found not persuasive. 
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17. In the remarks. Applicant argued in substance that Rosenberg teaches that a single subscribe 
request must be sent for learn about the presence of each individual buddy. Further, the requesting entity 
receives a single notification or response from each individual buddy. However, Rosenberg does not 
teach or suggest the additional recited limitation of claim 6 "transmitting by the presence proxy a single 
response message including the presence information of each of plurality of second users". 

In response to Applicant's arguments/Rosenberg teaches the claimed limitations. Specifically, 
Rosenberg teaches a single subscription message comprising plurality of contacts/agents. The proxy will 
fork the subscription to the corresponding contacts/agents, the agents will then respond towards the proxy 
accordingly with their presence information. The presence information of the agents are bundled together 
and sent as a single stream of response towards the subscriber (pg 19, 5.4 Presence server processing of 
SUBSCRIBE,*^ paragraph, lines 1-5). 

Conclusion 

18. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reined of the extension of time policy as set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 

19. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
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The following patents and publications are cited to further show the state of the art with respect to 
"PRESENCE WATCHER PROXY". 

i. "SIP Extensions for Presence". Rosenberg et al. 5 Internet Engineering Task Force, 
December 2000. 

ii. US 6564261 Gudjonsson et al. 

iii. US 2001/0034771 H[0092]tsch et al. 

iv. "Distributed Coordination Models for Client/Server Computing", Richard M. Adler, 
IEEE 1995. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Chad Zhong whose telephone number is (571)272-3946. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F 7:15 to 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
BURGESS, GLENTON B can be reached on (571)272-3949. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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